
March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission t\ntn""ll
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222 ~f\\.ECOVivn~\lV"-
Washington, D.C. 20554 \N'J1'\o'

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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Fedel1i Communlaatlon, Comminion
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I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so"that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system "ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chairman Reed Hundt
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

March 10, 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt,

I am in complete agreement with the National PTA's position opposing the V-chip rating system
as presented by lack Valenti As parents we need information as to content ofprograms not what
age the show is appropriate for. Parents are the ones to make choices for their children based on
content information provided on the screen and published in TV periodicals.

The industry's rating system as proposed in my opinion does not meet the statutory requirements
ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996.

The following suggestions would improve a rating system:

* Content infonnation for violence, sexual depiction and nudity and language

* That the rating icon be made bigger and more prominently placed on the screen.

* That the rating board be independent of the industry.

My children are young adults now but as a teacher I'm concerned about all children.. We need
improved ways to make TV choices.

Sincerely,

~.J<J-?~~
Linda Poehlmann
Columbia, Missouri

No. of Copies rec'd:-_I_
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET FILE copy ORIGINAl.
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Ftdtral CommuoloatiQns Commission
Office ofB"'*'Y

I am writing on behalf of the Collins School PTSA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want
the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V(for violence), S(sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language).

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that
one rating system.

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents,

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

I
No. of Copies rec'd'---__
ListABCDE



· ._..._.... ---,-------------
.',.. '

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
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1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 / .
~~'-~

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the*;I,/.4.. ,.,J.L,:¢-( (l~ca.t10uncil, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make t1}ose choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless. 't'-

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

/No. of Copies rec'd
Ust ABODE '----

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue,so important to children and families.

Sincerely, ~~ ,-,'

YOUrNJ~~:J. /d~~ (
Town, State. fl. . AL~ ;;. Jd...,
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners toCKET fLE OOPY ORIGINAl 0trIce of 8ecntary Ion
c/o Federal Conununicatioos Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the R. D. White PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group.
on January 17 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient oootent
infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their clrildren. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parmt preference
for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by
the Natiooal PTA, U.S. News and World Report. and Media Studies CenterlR.oper, Parents do
not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their clrildren. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1966. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead. we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence). S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• that the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

f

Christine Sauceda (Conaway)
PTA President. R. D. White Elementary School
Glendale. CA 91208

No. of Copies rec'd
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Working Together for Children
New York State Congress of Parents and Teachers, Inc.

Dear Chairman Hundt and FCC Commissioners:

Mr. Reed Hundt
FCC Commissioners
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS DOCKET No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOCKET F\lE COpy OR\GlNAl Aee~,v!O

41t" a''''1
Fed.,., Oommunllltiont Commlnlon

Offfetof~
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I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the LEWISTON PORTER SCHOOL DISTRICT PTA OF
THE STATE of NEW YORK. We strongly oppose the Valanti TV Rating System for not giving parents
the infonnation needed to judge what is in the best interest in TV for our children. We do not believe the
television industry can be objective in clearly rating their own programs. The media is in the business of
selling products with the shows they produce and will do most anything to get all of the people to watch
and buy their products.

WE, AS PARENTS, WANT TO KNOW THE VIOLENT CONTENT, SEXUAL CONTENT & NUDITY,
AND PROFANITY OF EACH PROGRAM OUR CHILDREN WATCH.

This is not what we are getting in the existing rating system. One persons TV-M is another persons TV
PG, and this is not acceptable. We need to be able to glance at the TV set and immediately know if the
program is all right for our children. The indicator square should be on-screen at all times for parents to
monitor.

Thank you for taking time to ack.'nowledge our concerns. Our children need every chance to grow up in a
clean and healthy environment and this will help them .

Sincerely for our children's sake,

~?-~~
Jack Burmeister
President, Lewiston Porter PTA
3320 East Ayenue
YoungstO\"TI. NY 14174
(716) 745-7340

3-11-97

tvrate

No. of Copies rec'd
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ~:ekfiia J 6bn~~~:council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/.Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content deSCriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating'system that does not include content infor~ation about programs such as V

-;;w (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating sYStem;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
(

No. of Copies rec'd.__/__
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Town, State

Sincerely,

• That any r~ting system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on ,an issue so important to children and families.



NEW JERSEY PTA March. 13, 1997

Cbainnan Reed Huodt and FCC Commission
c/o Fedeml CormnnnicatiODS Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554 QOCt(ET flE COPY ORM

RECEIVED

APR 21997
Dear Cbainnan Huudt aDd Commission: Fed.ral Communications Commission

Office of Secrttaly

RE: CS J>ocbt No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof National PTA, theNew Jeney PTA and u a mem.beI'ofthe
~C.4.. ..() I l' ' to voice my oppositico to the v-cbip rating system

as by Jack Valeo1i, chair oftbe TV Rating Tmp1ementatim Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The mtins symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufticieut ccateDt~onso that
panmts can make decisions about what is appropIiate TV progtB.,mling for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwbelmiDg panlIIt pmfenoce for a raiing syatem
that gives paIen1s iDfonnation about the coateDt ofpI08IBDl8 where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies CtrJRoper. Panmts do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best fur their children. Patents want to make those
choices themselves based on amtenI informauon about the pmsnan. Any rating system without
~ descriptions on the SCReJl and publicized in periodi.ca1s that cauy TV scheduliDg is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is teqUiIed 10 determine whether the industIy'a rating ayatem baa met
statutoIy mquiIemen1s ofb Teleconummications Act of1996. I do..Mlieve this system does
so adukdlat the FCC DDt apprave die industry radD& system. Instead, I zequest the
following:

That UDder _ drauIutaIM:es shauld the FCC .pprave the iJubutry's radq1)""""
FIu1IIer, die FCC sh8uId accept DO ratlal system that daeJ nat iDducIe qltfMt "'ormatlaD
about propams such as Y for Violence, S for Semal clepicta and lllldity and L for
LaIIpaae;

Tbat the FCC require a V-chip band broad_p tbat WCIIII.d allow panats to
nc:eIve more thaD. cae ratiD& system. Fm1ber, that the nUq tc... the TV ICreeIl he
macle larger, mon prominently placecl an die sc...... aDd appear more frequently d.uriD&
tile course ora program;

TIuIt the ntiq board be independent of the industry and the FCC JRld that it include
....... Fw1ber, that amy ratiDg system .pproved by the FCC be evaluated by iD.depeadent
researdl to determine ifit meets d1e needs ofparmts.
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NEW JERSEY PTA Maml 13, 1997

Fed'l'Il Commuoioatlonll Commission
OfflCI of 81Gf1t1Jy

..RECEIVEO
_fUrJ:Kf APR 21997.

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on~ofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a memberoftile
),} rx1&w f Av.J- f (It to wice my opposition to the v-ehip ratins system

as presented by Jack Valenti, chair ofihe 'IV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient amtent infonnation so that
parents can make decisi~ about wh8t is appropriate TV programming for their cbildren. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate 0WJCWhe1ming parent pmfinnce for a rating system
that gives parents inf01lDl1tion about ihe ~OnteDt ofprograms where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the 1fedia Studies CtrJRoper. Parents do not
want the TV Indus1Iy to interpret what is best fur their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on canteIU informalion about the prowam. Any rating system without
amteDt desa:iptiona on the saeen and publicized in periodi.cals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

Dear Cbainnan Hundt and CorntDission:

ChairmanReed Hundt and FCC C()OlDlisaion
clo Federal Comnumira1ions Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm.. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

The FCC, by law, is required to detemUne whether the industry's rating system bas met
statutory requiIements ofthe TelecommUDicationa Act of1996. I do DOt believe this system does
10 ami ask that the FCC not apprave tile iDdustry raq system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UDder no dramutances should the FCC approve the ilubutryts ratia& system.
Fartber, die FCC sboald accept DO ratill& system that does DOt bIdude qllfcnt lIIformatioll
about pngrams sueh as Y for Violence, S for Bemal depidicm and naclity and L for
Laapqe;

That the FCC require a V-ddp band bread ........ that waulclallcrw parents to
receive more dum oae nUna system. Furtber, dlat the nUnc icm.. the TV Knell be
made larger, more prominently placed .. the screen. and appear more frequently during
tile course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC alld that it mctude
......... Fw1her, that lID)' ndq system appnwed by die FCC be evaluated by iDdependeat
researdl to determine ifit meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families. .

900 Benreley AVenue • 1remon, New jersey 08618
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471

S!ncere!y,.~t{~, IJJ7j~d

&0 e4~ 0." fA a.t-b::f'!cY7~d7dl (,
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NEW JERSEY PTA Mareb. 13. 1997

Federal COmmUllkiation8 CommiSsion
Offlot of8tarItary

~flE~~CE'VeD

A"" ~ 1997

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear CJvrimum Hundt and COITII'Jrission:

Cbainnao Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Fedeml Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jeney PTA and as a member ofthe
F"t¥Ulk.\ iK..~o ( P1~ ~ s'l.t(UU1Q.M(,(a.)~tovoice my oppositioo. to the v-ebip rating system
81 preseo.fed by Jack Valenti, chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV SC'leeD. does not provide sufficient caatent infonnation so that
pamrts can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progmmming for their childnm. Major
surveys mleased this fall whicll demonstrate overwhelming parent JDference for a IatiDs system
that gives pa:nm1s information about 1he ~0Dtent ofprogmma where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~fedia Studies CtrJRoper. Pareuts do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best fur their children. Parmts wimt to make those
cboices themselves based on amtenI information about the program. Any rating system without
c.a.t desa:iptiODB on the SaeeJl and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scheduling is
uaeless.

The FCC, by law, is requiIed to determine whether the iDdustIYs tating system bas met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecoml111JDicatioo.s Act of 1996. I do ..t believe this system does
10 aDd ask dlat the FCC DDt apprave the industry ratiD& system. Instead, I request the
tbllowing:

Tluat under.. draulutuKes should the FCC appnve the iIldutry's ratiq I)'stem.
Fartber, tile FCC sbauld accept DO radDg system tbat does natlndacle em_bd'U'IIladaD
abGat pnpams such al Y for Violellce, S fer Somal depictiGa andlUlelity and L fer
Laa&uaIe;

Tllat the FCC require a V-chip band broad enauab dlat wauld allow panDts to
receive more dwl.- rating system. Further, tbat die rating IaIIl OIl the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed OIl the screen. and appear more fnquently duriDg
Che course ofa program;

That the ratina board be independent orthe industry and CIte FCC ."d that it btdude
parents. Fw1ber, dud lIllY rating system .ppnwed by the FCC be evaluated by iadependmt
research to determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you tOr this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
mmili~. .

900 Benreley AVenue • Iremon, New Jersey 086 I8
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471 No. of Copies rec·d:.----=-I_

ListABCDE



NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

'.

Cbainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Comunmications Commjssion
1919MSt.NW,Rm.222 . RECEIVED
Wash. D.C. 20554 . Rfc:J1li ()QlIVl APR 21997
Dear Chamsn HuDdt and Commission:tf.:I,Ia

Fedelll Communic:ations Commission
HE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Office of8ecrllary

()~ am~!on l>ebalfofthe National PTA,~New~PTA and as a.~ofthe
~e.~I-IL PTA to VOtce my opposition to the v-ehip l1ltiDg system

88 Jd by JackV~ chair ofihe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient ccmteDt infonnation so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
I1Jl'\IeY8 released this fall which dem.oDstrate overwhelming pareut pefereoce for a m1ing system
that gives parents infonnation about the QJIltent ofprogmma wbeIe conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~fedia Studies Ctr.IRoper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. PareDts want to make those
choices themselves based on c:anteIlI infonnaiion about the pogram. Any l1l't1n8 system without
CCIIIteBt deIcriptions on the sa:-een and publicized in periodicals that C8l1Y TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is reqoUed to determine whether the industty's rating system bas met
atatutoly requimments ofthe TelecomDUJllications Act of1996. I do _t believe this system does
.. and ask that the FCC nat apprave the inchutry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

Tbat UDAler _ dramutaJu:es sbouId the FCC appnve the ilulustry's ratiq system.
Fm1ber, Cbe FCC shoaId accept DO radlll system that does !lOt Indude n-CmtllllormatkDl
about P......ms such as Yfor Violenee, S for Somal depiction amllllldity and L for
LaDcuaIe;

Tbat the FCC require a V-ebip band broad ........ that would aIIaw parents to
receive more than. cme ntlD& system. FIu1ber, dult Cbe nUq kDl 011 the TV sereeD be
made larger, mon pl'Ollliaently placecl an ihe screen. and appear more frequently cIuriDg
die course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and Che FCC ami that it indude
panaIL Further, that any ratiDg syltem appraved by ihe FCC be evaluated by independent
researdl to determine if it meets the needs ofpaRDts.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
fAlJ)ilies.

Sincerely, !/?J.1v" I/~<
/75" 4b:IY. /2 ~ 2rI 8<>,ped flu-l/ AlL 07J-vf

900 Befl&Iey AVenue • Iremon, New jersey 086 18
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471 No. of Copies rec'd,-_I__

ListABCDE



NEW JERSEY PTA Marcb. 13, 1997
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Cbajnnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Comrmmications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear CbaQman HuDdt and Commission:
Federal Communications Commission

Office of secntaryBE: CS DcIc:bt No. 97-SS, FCC 97-34

;Q I am WIjting on behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member ofthe
~~@tJ.AJe. PTf} to wice my oppositico to the v-ebip rating system

u presented by Jack Valenti, chair ofthe 'IV RatiDg Impltmentation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV saeen does not provide sufficient ccmteat information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming panmt preference for a mting system
that gives pam1ts infom:tation about the ~ontent ofprograms where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the t..fedia Studies CtrJRoper. Panmts do not
want the TV IndustIy to interpret what iR best fur their chikhn. PanmtB wilDt to make those
choices themselves based on aIIltem information about the program. Any rating system without
catent desaiptions on the saeen and publicized in periodicals that amy TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, ill requited to determine wbetMr the industry's mt:ing system. bas met
sta1utoIy requirements ofthe Tekvx>mmunications Act of1996. I de DOt believe dds system does
10 aDd ask that the FCC DOt approve die industry ratiq system. Instead, I IeqUest the
following:

11Iat UDder DO dramutalH:es sbould the FCC apprave the iadultry's ratiq system.
Furtber, the FCC sbauld accept 110 ratlq system that does aat IIIdacIe...illformatlaD
aboat prugrams tudt al Y for Violence, S for Semal deJrieti- and nudity and L for
Laapqe;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad --ab that waald aIIcJw parents to
recetve more dum mae ratlD& system. Further, 1bat the ratiB& t.c:. _ the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently phu:ed on Ole screen. and appear more frequently duria&
the course ofa program;

That the ratiD& board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
pal"llllts. F'w1ber, that amy ntiq system .ppnwed by die FCC he eYII1uated by independent
research to determine if it moots 1he needs of parents.

No. of Copies rec'd,--'__
UstABCDE

fiunilies~J'OU firtbis opportunity to COIIIJIlODI on an iaauo 10J to cbildnm and

. S~!Yt-_~~
16- !J}~ &4...........~-...- _

~~900B~~s.vLB, NewJersey 08618
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



•

NEW JERSEY PTA Marcb 13, 1997

Federal Communications Commission
Office of 8eCfltary

RECEIVEO

atR.EmORllW. APR 21997
Dear Cbainnan Hundt and Commission:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

~~,fAheNational PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a memberoftbe
-+-'...w....;~"-'I-...I-.I.:lL...L=------ll'----_4-\_~__to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Va1enti, chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient COIdeD.t information so that
p8IeIlts can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie OWI'Whelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives paIeD1s infonnation about the ~ontent ofprogmma where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~fedia Studies Ctr.lRoper. Parents do not
want the TV IndustIy to interpret what lR best fur their children. PareDta want to make those
choices themselves based on cantem information about the program. Any tatin@ system without
c.atent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scheduling is
useless.

Cbaianan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
clo Federal Commlmications Commission
1919MSt. NW,Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

The FCC, by Jaw, is required to determine whether the industry's tating system bas met
statutoIy requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I do .... believe this system does
10 mel ask Chat the FCC not apprvve the industry ratiDa system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UDcIer DO dramutalH:es should the FCC appnve the iIlcbutry's raq .y.tem.
Fm1ber, tile FCC sbauld accept DO ratmc system tbat does nat Indude ...tent blformatiaa.
about pngram. such a. Y for VioleIKe, S for Semal depietion and nudity and L for
Laapage;

That the FCC require a V-ddp baad broad-ab Chat wauld dow parents to
receive more tIuul one ratin& system. FuI1ber, tbat die rating lam. _ the TV sereen be
made larger, more prominently pIKed _ the sereaa. and .ppear more frequently during
the coone ofa program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
panats. F'ur1ber, that any radDg system .pprvvecl by die FCC be evaluated by iD.depeadeat
research to determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue 80 important to children and
families.' 'I

(hrt-tfpo< {bu&
IJ

No. of Ccpies rec'dl_-!/~_
List ABeDi:
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NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Federal Communications Com . .
Office of S8CrIfaIy miSSion

RECEIVED
~R.ErtRlQ8W.·APR 21997

RE: CS J)oc:lmt No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

writipgJ:)JJ behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jeney PTA and 81 a member ofthe
~~~~~.!:!JL.~~~~1;-P~--;4::z...-to voice my opposition to the v-clU.p rating system
88 by Jack Valeu1i, ofthe TV Rating Imp1emeotation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
1be tating symbol on the TV does DDt provide sufficient coata infonnation so that
panmts can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
IIUI:WYI released this fall wbich demonstrate overwhelming panmt preference for a rating system
that gives puents infonnation about the content ofprogmma wbeIe conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~iedia Studies CtrJR.oper. Patents do not
want the TV IndustIy to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on aJIIteni information about the program. Any rating system without
c.deDt deecriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scbeduliDg is
useless.

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal CommnoiNttioos Commission
1919 M Sl NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

The FCC, by law, is required to determine wbethfr the iDdustry's rating syBtem bas met
statutoIy requUements oCtile Telecommunications Act of1996. I do ... believe tbis system does
10 ami ask that Cbe FCC not approve the industry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UDder DO draIIIutaD.ces should the FCC appl'CJVe the illdustry's ratiac system.
Furtber, the FCC should accept DO radJII system. that does net ladade .....1Ilf0000000tloD
alJoat p......ml such a. Y for ViolaKe, S for SesuaJ.cIep~ and Il1Iclity and L for
Laapage;

That tile FCC require a V-dIip baDd broad enauab that woaId aIlcnr pareJJ.tl to
receive more tbaIlane ntln& system. :Furtber, dlat the ndnc iaa _ dle TV Kreetl be
made"'r,more pnuninently placed GIl die Kreen. aaclappear more frequently cIuring
tile course ofa program;

That the ntiq bani be in""""tof the industry and the FCC And tIIat it Dtdude
......... Fw1ber, that lIllY ratiDg lya&elllappravccl by die FCC be evaluated by indepaadmt
research to determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families. .

No. of Copies rec1dL
ListABCDE

, Y
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471

______......;~~~~~~~l.4-~~~~frA

3b~ tJJa.tu~f U-
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NEW JERSEY PTA MaIm 13, 1997

REceiVED

APR 21991,
Federal Communications Commission

Office of 88Cf111ry
RE: CS Decket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

~
I amwritin~ behalfofthe National PTA, the New .Jersey PTA aDd as a member oftile

\ ~~ ;2J75"// to wice my oppositioo to the v-cl1ip mtiDg system
~bY11 aleuti, chair of the TV Rating Tmpl,mentetm Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient COIdeat infoImation so that
puents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demoosttate overwhelming parSlt prefereoce for a :taiing syatem
that gives panm1s infonnation about the 4;oatent ofprograms wbeIe <:oDducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr.IR.oper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
clIoK:es themselves based on aIIIienI informaiion about the progmm. Any raiiog system without
c:.deDt desaiptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scbeduling is
useless.

Cbainnan Reed Huodt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Cnmrmmications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554 ..ill

. ~T F\LE OOPY 0RlGI1Wo
Dear Cbeinnan HuDdt and Cormrrission:

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the iDdustIy's rating system bas met
statutoIy requirements ofthe Teleoouummications Ad of1996. I do.. believe this system does
so ad ask dlat die FCC nat approve die iDdastry raq system. Instead, I request the
following:

Tluat .....r dn:uDutmas sbauld the FCC apprave the iadustry's ratiaa system.
ll'ardIer, die FCC d .ccept ... radDa system duat does II8t illdllde ememf bd'armatlan
..... pnpams RICh ., Yfor Vialenee, S for Sem.l depieticBland IIIIcIity ....d L for
lAmpaae;

Tbat die FCC require a V-chip bmd broad-ah dlat would allow parents to
nceive man than... ratiD& system. F1u1ber, dlat die rating lam... the TV screen be
made larger, man pruminently plaacl 011 the screen. and .ppear more frequendy during
die course ofa prognun;

That the ratin& board be independent of the industry and the FCC .nd that it btdude
paI"miL Fur1ber, ilIat any ratillg system .ppruvecl by die FCC be evalua&ecl by independent
researdJ. to determine ifit moots the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to cormnent on an issue so important to children and

families. "~~ J/

Sit>=!y, .~L ,J~
Z~O &~ f/

900 Bemtey AVeDUe • I~~~
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471

A/J d70PV'j
f~(), a!COples rec'd. _
ltat l,sCOE
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NEW JERSEY PTA Marcb 13, 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

Cbainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
clo Fedem.l Connmmications Commisnon

1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222 . . AI"\~l\RECe'VED
Wash. D.C. 20554 _1fU.rn'f \JfNl'W-

APR 21997,

RE: CS Docket No. '7-SSt FCC 97-34
Federal Communication, Commission

Offfce of '1CIIIIIy

. I am~ bebalfofthe NoIiooa1 PTA, theNewJeneyPTA 8Dd.. a momberofthe
hIIG' . ,Pi'k to wice my opposition to the v-emp rating system
~ tiYJ&Ck\ia1euti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient CCIIlfeDt information so that
puents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
S1Jl'WYB released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming panot preference for a rati.ng system
that gives parents information about the ~ontent ofprogIaIllI wbeR conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the :Media Studies CtrJRoper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Pareots want to make those
cboices themselves based on caniem information about the pogram. Any rating system without
c:.teDt desaiptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine wbetI:Ier the iDdustry's rating system has met
statutoIy requirements ofthe TeJeootD11l1JIlications Ad of1996. I do DOt believe this system does
so ad uk that tile FCC not approve tile iDdustry ntiDa system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UDder ... dramutaD£es shauld the FCC appnve the iDdustry'. ntiD& system.
Furtber, tile FCC shoaId accept DO nUlla system that does II8t IDdude.....t blformaUoll
a""e pncnms such al Y for Violenee, 8 for Semal clepictt. and nudity and L for
LaaauaIe;

That tile FCC require a V-chip band broad eDaIIIh that wauld allow parents to
receive more tbaa one ntlag system. Farther, dult tbe nUll& lcm 011 die TV SCreeD. be
macle larger, more pnnninently plaacl 011 the lIenen. uclappear mon frequently cluriag
tile course ofa program;

That Ute nting board be independent of the industry and the FCC ."d that it include
pareats. F'uriber, that any nting Iysiem appruved by die FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it mQCts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families. .

/No, af Copies rec'd
List ABCOE '---

900 BerKeleY AVenue • Irem6~~~~18
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471

___________~LQAtJtb(iW;i (t

NJ o:lQJL



NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

RECEIVED

APR 21997-.flirgi-'
Fedelll Communications Commission

Office of S8CI'IIaJY
Dear Cb.innaD Hundt and Ccmmisnon:

Cbeinnan Reed Hundt and FCC Crfnmission
clo Federal ComrmnUcatioos Commisuon
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

RE: CS Dodmt No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am wrif!ng on behalfofthe National PTA, the New .Jersey PTA 8Dd 81 a member ofthe
G. ~O;{ j3, Y. h~ rJi7t c*~wice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system

as pn;;ncby Jack 8leuti, chairof~ Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol an the TV screen does not provide sufficient amtent infonnation so that
pRIeI1ts can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall wbicll demoDstrate overwhelming parent JDfenmce for a mting system
that gives parents infonnatiOJ1 about the ~outent ofprogmma where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr.IR.oper. Panmts do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what i!lJ best fur their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on contem information about the p:ogram. Any rating system without
~ desa:ipti.oos 0J1 the saeen and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detmniDe whether the industry's rating system bas met
statutoIy mquU:ementa ofthe Teleoomrmmicatioo Act of1996. I do DOt believe this system does
so ad ask dlat the FCC nat appruve the iIubutry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UlMler 118 dramutllJKeS sbauld the FCC .ppnve the iDdustry's ratiD& system.
Far1ber, the FCC sbauld accept 118 ra.... system that does nat lndade n..,...t iaformaUcm
.beat pnpalDJ such al Y for Viot.ce, &for SeDal depiction and nudity and L for
Laa&uage;

That tile FCC require a V-dIip band broad enauab dlat wauld .Ilow parents to
receive more dIaD CD' ratla& system. Fur1ber, 1bat die ratlnc tc. 011 the TV screen be
made larger, more pnnninently placed an die screen. aDd .ppear more frequently duriag
the course of. program;

That the ntiD& board. be independent of the industry and die FCC MId that it tndade
pa.... Fw1ber9 thai any ntiDg system .ppraved. by die FCC be evaluated by iDdepeadeat
:research to determine ifit meets 8le needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
fiuni)jes.

No. of Copies rec'd. _
List ABeDF.

;/..1- C!.Ae&~t h ... -
"13&;:- o-t-r, ,NJ 0'7 6 Os

-----~ J 900 BetkeIey Avenue • I rentOn, New Jersey 086[8
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



NEW JERSEY PTA

· _---------- .

Marcb 13, 1997

Federal Com!"unicatlons Comminion
OffIce of S8CIIIaIy

CbajDMD Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
clo Federal Comml1mNttions Commission
1919MSt.NW,Rm.222 .' , ..e.t'NN-,
Wash. D.C. 20554 _~""io'I'Jf \

Dear C1vrinnan HuDdt and CQI11IDission:

RECEIVED

APR 2 1991

RE: CS Dadrei No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

M '.1am.~ on beha1fofthe National PTA, the New JemeyPTA and as a member ofthe
.J!.l.dJfLod SclJoo I ~ I ptlt to voice my oppositim to the v-cllip ratiDg system
as presented by Jack Va1enti, chair ofthe TV Rating ImpJementation Group, OIl Jan. 17, 1997.
The mting symbol on the TV saeen does not provide sufficient c.teat infon:Dation so that
panmts can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progmnming for their children. Major
SlJl'\IeYB released this fall which demonstIaie ovenvbelming puent preference for a mting system.
that gives paIeDts information about the (;outeot ofprogmma where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies CtrJRoper. Parents do not
want the TV .Industry to interpret what is best fur their children. PanmtB want to make those
choices themselves based on c.tenI information about the program. Any rating system without
c.deDt descriptiODS on tile screen and publicized in periodicals that cauy TV scheduIiDg is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is~ to determine whether the industrYli tatiDg system has met
statutoIy~ oftile TeJeoommunications Act of1996. I do _t believe tbiJ system does
10 ami ask dlat die FCC nat approve die industry ratiD& system. Instead, I request the
fullowing:

That UDder _ dramutaDces shauld the FCC approve the iDdustry's raq system.
Far1ber, die FCC shaald accept DO ratlllg system that does II8t IIIdade fWfmt lIIformadon
about pnJll'AlDI such al Y for Violena, 5 for Semaldep~and lllldity and L for
LaBpqe;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad emu. that wauld aIlaw parems to
recelve more than CIIIe rating system. F'Iu1ber, tbat the nUDe iaa _ the TV senea be
made .....r, more pnmdnently placed 011 Ole senen. and appear more frequendy during
die aaune ofa program;

Tbat die nting boanl be independent or the incbutry and the FCC and that it btdude
parents. Fw1ber, that any rating system .pprvvecl by die FCC be evaluated. by independent
research to determine ifit moots the needs ofparents.

Thank you tOr this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Smrerely, '. tiuv'17;.~ L

/ fd r Cbf?qfQu { St-i-?£ r

900 BetKeley AvefiUt' Iremon, New Jersey 086 18 I
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471 N~: ~i e~~lli' rec'd, _

'(""t H,lp,rJ,iiLrI' R~\:H,,~""



NEW JERSEY PTA
Cbainnan Reed Huodt and FCC Commiaaion
c/o Federal CO!D1'D\JDications Conmrission
1919 M St. NW. RID. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear ChainDaD Hundt and Commission:

March 13. 1997

RECEIVED

. APR 2199]

¢.fU.00Vi--. FfiI'1IJc::~~"iaJeo

•

BE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and 81 a IDeIIlber'ofthe
(, «\,)'1 B/")( bj PI A- to wice my opposition to the v-cbip mtiDg system

u presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient ccmtent information so that
parents can make decisions about what is ftppropJiate TV programming for their children. Major
lIlJIVeY8 released this fall which demonstraie owrwbeJmin@ puent pniereoce for a raiin8 system
that gives panmts information about the ~ontent ofprogmma where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~iedia Studies CtrJR.oper. Panmts do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best fur their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on arniem information about the progmm. Any ratin8 system without
c.d:eDt descriptions on the saeen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scbeduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is requiIed to determine wbetber the industIYs ratiDg system has met
a1atutoIy requjremeDts ofthe Teleoonmmni.cations Act of 1996. I do IIOt believe dIis system does
10 ami. ask that the FCC not approve die industry ratiD& system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UD.der 110 dramutalKes should the FCC approve the iDdustry's ratia& system.
Fartber, tile FCC should accept 110 ratma system that does DOt IDdDcIe ondmtillformattaa
alJout programs sucha. Y for VioIenee, S for Semal clepidioR and IlUdity and L for
Laaauap;

That die FCC require a V-dIip band broad eaaqh that wauld aIIcnr panats to
receive more thaD. me radag system. Further, dlat tile ratiqlccm. _ die TV sereen be
made larger, more prominently placed _ the screen. aDd appear more frequently during
die course ofa program;

TIuIt the ratmc board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it iJIcIude
........... FurCber, dlat lilly rating system .pproved by die FCC be evaluated by iDdependent
research to determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families. .

Siooore!y"5kaJ\ 9· (IlJ-Im
/Y7 Pa {LJ(:{£,\c .~I C .

B 0t1D fr-- I r,J:r 0")(P 03 l
900 BerKeley Avenue . Iremon, N~ Mrsey 08618

609-393-6709 Fax609-393-8471 N,:~ o~Copiesrec'd.__
u:'itA8CDE



NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

•

Olajnnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Commnnicatiom Commission
1919M Sl NW, Rm. 222

Wash. D.C. 20554 .... ' _ _,' __

Dear Chairman Hundt andCommjSsion:_~~~ .

HE: CS J)ocket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

RECEIVED

APR 21997
Federal Communications Commission

Office of SecreIaJy

" .. ~rtirvL:i1..bebalf9fthe-l11onal PTA, the New JeneyPTA andu a member ofthe,,1 td- rcDI ;;tt- I .L to voice my opposition to the v-ehip mting system
u preseoted by Jack Va1enti, chair ofthe TV Rating Imp1ementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The mting symbol on the TV sa:een does not provide sufficient cclillteDt information so that
pmmts can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate 0'W'lWhe1miDg pareot prefeJeuce for a rating sy&tem

that gives parents information about the content ofprograms whete cooducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr.IRopcr. Patents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what ill! best for their children. Panmts want to make thoRe
cboices themselves based on CCJIIteIli information about the Jm8DIDL Any rating system without
C3IteId descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detmnine wbetherthe industry's Iating system has met
statutoJ:y IeqUirements ofthe Te1ecommlmications Act of1996. I do DOt believe Chis system does
so .... ask that the FCC not approve the industry raq system. Instead, I request the
following:

Tbat UIlder 110 drcuDutaIM;es should the FCC appruve the iDAbutry's ntiD& system.
Furtber, die FCC sbauld accept DO ntln& system duat daes Mt iadIIde pwtmt illformatlClll
abaat pnuams such as Y for Violente, S tor SnaalcIep~and DUclity and L for
Laaaua&e;

Tbat the FCC require a V-chip band broad enoqb dlat waald allow parents to
rec:eiYe more thaD. ODe ntIDg system.. Further, dlat the ntlDc km GIl the TV sereeIl be
made larger, more prominently pIKed 011 the saeen. and appear~"'!!1duriDg
the course ofa program;

That the ratin& boanl be indepencleftt of the industry and the FCC and that it btdude
parmtL Fw1ber, that any ratillg system appnweel by die FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine ifit mcots the needs ofparents.

Thank you tbr this opportunity to cormnent on an issue so important to children and
famjlies.

~~w JlLU_~
_____-~-._A-AJ.....' d....r-lilAn~t3:J(Jufte/Jad-

----~~.~vvexme':J. mrnm,:-mw1w~morr~~~h:t-" ~jY&J-
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

RECEIVED

\1#t'tM1f1.tf~ APR 2 1997
Federal Communications Commiuion

Office of Secretary
Dear CbaUmanHundt and Commission:

Cbainnan Reed Huudt and FCC Cotmnission
c/o Federal Comrmmications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

RE: CS Dacket No. 97-SS, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe NatiOD8l PTA, the New Jersey PTA aDd as a memberofthe
LI VI tJ G"SIT I-) AlIG.$<J, cr' I PrO to -wice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system
88 presented by Jack Valeuti, chair ofihe 'IV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient ccmtent infimnation so that
parents em make decisiOll8 about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
lI1JrWYB released this fall which demoDstmte overwbehnin8 parent pmfereooe for a rating system
that gives paIeDts inf01ID8tion about the ~OnteD.t ofprograma whee couducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the 1fedia Studies CtrJRopcr. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best fur their children. Panms want to make those
choices themselves based on cantem information about the program. Any rating system without
c.tent descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that caay 'IV scheduling is
UBeless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the iDdustry's rating system bas met
statutory requinments oftbe Teleoonmumication Act of1996. I do DOt believe tbb system does
10..ask dDt the FCC not approve the imbutry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UD.cIer DO dramutaD£es shauld the FCC approve the iIldustry's ra'" system.
Fartber, die FCC shauld accept 110 ratln& system tbat does not DIdade om_t iIlfGl'llUltlaa
abclJUt pngrams fRCh. a. Yfor VioIenect, S for Semal depiction and IlUdity and L for
La&uaIe;

That the FCC require a V-chip baDd broad .......... tbat would allow parents to
receive more tbaa one ntlD& system. Further, dlat die raUq lCGIlm dle TV Knell be
made ....r, more pnuninently placed _ the saeen. and appear more frequen.ily duriq
tbe course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC ami that it mdude
parents. Fw1IIer, dlat any rating system .ppraved by die FCC be evaluated by iadepeadcat
research to determine ifit me"cts fb.e needs ofparents.

Thank you~ this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
fiunilies.

. , w
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Federal Communications Commi$lion
Office of SecreIaJy

RECEIVED

(fJJtE'f flE OOPY 0RlINAL APR 2 1997
Dear Cbainnan HuDdt and Commission:

Cbainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal ConnmDJications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I . I 8PJ writing on behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member ofthe
No . ~aJ/~ 0 . '/. eFtSff to wice my opposition to the v-cbip rating system
, 81~ Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating ImpJementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The ratiDg symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient CGIIteRt infoImation so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progmrrmring for their cbildnn Major
surveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming pueut preference for a rating system
that gives parents inf01lDl1tion about the £ontent ofprograDlB where co.nducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~1edia Studies CtrJRoper. Parents do not
want the TV JndustIy to interpret what is best fur their children. Pare0t8 want to make those
d:Joices themselves based on mntem information about the JK08I81D. Any J:IltiDg system without
c.teDt delaiptioos on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scbedu1ing is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industly's rating system has met
statutoly IeqUiIements oftbe Te1ecommunicatioos Act of1996. I do DOt~e this sy.tem does
10aDd ask 8lat the FCC not approve die iDclustry ratill& system. Instead, I request the
following:

Tllat UDder ... dramutalu:es shauld the FCC .ppruve the iaduItI'y'. ratiaa 1Jltem.
Fartber, tile FCC sbould accept DO ndDg system tbat cloes _ indade v"talt lIIformatiaD
....t p......ms such •• Yfor Violence, Sfor Semal depicti-. and lBIelity and L for
Laaauage;

Tbat the FCC require a V-ddp haIld broad .......8lat WCIIIld.Haw panats to
receive more _.me nUac system. Further, dlat die ntiD& lccm _ die TV Knell be
....de Ia...,r, more pnnninently placed on the screen. and appear more frequendy duriag
tile course ofa program;

That the ntin& boanl be independent of the industry and the FCC JUld that it iItclude
pa.-ts. FurCber, illat lIllY ratiDg sys'" appnwecl by die FCC he evaluated by iDdepeadeat
research to determine ifit moots die needs ofpannts.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
ffW)jlies. .

(fi-l tiee9~ 8~:~/~~



NEW JERSEY PTA
Cbajmvm Reed Hundt and FCC ComnUasion
c/o Federal Conmnmieations Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Cbainnan Hundt and Commission:

Mareb 13, 1997

RECEIVED

rI#ttRE rJF1 ORGNAl APR 2 1997
Federal Gommuni.-la • • .

Otr -lIun, CommmslOn
ICe ofS8CIBlIJy

f

BE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

? I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA, the New .Jeney PTA and as a member ofthe
~~~JcM=tl, ,ff-s4 to voice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system

pn;;c;Ilfedbyr ~ chair of the TV Rating Imp1ementatioo Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The mting symbol on the TV screen does not provide snfficiem CGIdent information so that
panmta can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progmmming fur their children. Major
I1Jl'WY8 released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming puent pIefereuce for a rating system
that gives paml1s information about ihe cOl1tellt ofprogmma where <:oDducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr.IRopcr. Parents do not
want the TV Indus1Iy to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
~ themselves based on &:antem information about the pognmL Any rating system without
~ descriptions on the scteeIl and publicized inperiodicals that cany TV scheduling is
uaeless.

The FCC, by law, is teqUired to determine whether the industrYs rating system has met
statutoIy requiIements ofthe TeJeoommmli.cations Act of 1996. I do .... believe this system does
10 IIIlCl ask dlat the FCC nat approve tile iDdustry raq system. Instead, I request the
following:

Tbat under 118 dn:umstalKes should the FCC ap,nve the iDdustry's ratia& system.
Furtber, die FCC should accept DO ratlq system tbat does DOt IIIdude..1M' lDformatklll
aboatP~IDJsuch as Yfor Violeftce, S for Semal depietDl and..cUty and L for
lAm&uqe;

1bat die FCC require a V-chip baDcl broad-abdlat would allow parmts to
receive more tbaa cae rating system. Further, dlat die ntlq lccm. _ dle TV sereen be
made larger, more prominently placed 011 the K ..... and appear more frequently duriag
the course ofa program;

That the ratin& board be independent of the industry and the FCC aftd that it include
parents. FurdJert dlat amy radag .y'" .ppnwed by tile FCC be evaluated by iadependent
research to determine ifit moots dle needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

. ~). J(J 670Z(
-------~90m'lO~Bl'Zlet"""Ke!l"lieft!'y""lrA""'ve"'Ml"I'l!e~.~if~()~t"rg...,(T~........---'-'----.
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NEW JERSEY PTA· March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Huodt and FCC Commission
rio Fedeml Cormmmications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear CbamnaD Hundt and Commission:

RECEIVED
, APR 2 7997

rI1Iil ~lEm 0RQtW., Communicatio
1'\8- RS Commis8ion
VI/ICe Of S8Cr8IaIy

RE: cs Docket No. 97-SS, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member ofthe
___--:--_~~~~___:_~-towice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system
as preseoted by Jack Va1eoti, chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient ccmtet information so that
psnmts can make decisions about what is appropriate TV pmgI'8.oming for their children. Major
surveys mleased this fall which demonstrate overwbelmitl8 parent ptefereoce for a raiin8 system
that gives panmts information about the content ofprogmms whem conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the Media Studies Ctr.lRoper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what iR best for their children. PatDs w8nt to make those
choices themselves based on contem information about the program. Any rating system without
C8teId descriptions on the screen and publicized inperiodicals that caay TV sclJedu1ing is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is requinn to detemline whether the induatty's rating system bas met
statutory requirements ofthe TelecommUDications Act of 1996. I de DOt believe dds system does
so and ask ellat die FCC DOt approve the inchutry ntiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

That UDder DO dramutaD.ces should the FCC appnve the inchutryt, ratiq system.
1I'Iu1ber, tile FCC shauld aecept 118 ratlllg system Cbat does ...bIdude em_t bd'ormaUcm
about pJ'O&I1IIDS such as Y for Violenee, S for Semal depicti-. and nudity and L for
Laquaae;

That tile FCC require a V-chip band broad eaaqh that wauld .naw parents to
nceive lDon tbaIl CIIle radDg system. Ful1ber, dlat die ratiq tc... the TV Knell be
made larger, lDore prvminently phu:ecl 011 the screen. and appear more frequently during
die course of. pngnun;

That the ratinl board be independe1lt of the mctustry and the FCC and that it iMtade
parents. FurCber, that any raUq system appraved by die FCC be evalua1ed by iDdepmdent
research. to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families. .

•
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NEW JERSEY PTA Marcil 13, 1997

Cbainnan Reed Hwdt and FCC Commisaion
c/o Fedem1 Comrmmieations Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554 DOCKEt f\lE copy ORlG\NAl
Dear Cha.itmanHundt and Commission:

0: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

H Iom~oo.~PTA,,!,,,New~PTAODd ..a.~ofthe
i < ~. fr 4- to \lOtce my oppositioo to the v-cbip ratiD8 system

81~by JaCk V~Ofihe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
'Ibe ratins symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient caatent infOlDudion so that
panmta can make decisions about what is Rppropriate TV progta1DIDing for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate 0WIWhe1ming parent prefereJX:e for a rating system
that gives parents information about the ~ootent ofprograma wbfa conducted by the National
PTA, u.s. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~fedia Studies CtrJRoper. Patents do not
want the TV IndustIy to interpret. what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on contem infonnauoo about the program. Any I'8tin8 system without
c.deat descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by Jaw, is requimd to determine whether'the industrYs mtiDg system bas met
statutoly requiIements ofthe Te1ecomDll.JDicatioDs Act of 1996. I do DOt believe dds system does
10ad ask dlat the FCC lICIt .pprcrve the iIldastry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

Tbat UDder _ dramutaDas should the FCC appnve the iDdustryts ratiq system.
Furdler, the FCC sbaald accept DO rada& system that does DOt Indacle qwtent taformatt..
abCllut pJ'OUllms such as Yfor VioIenee, Sfor Semal depicti-. and DIIclity and L for
Laaguaae;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad eaauab dlat wendd aIlcrw parents to
receive more CIwl ODe ntJnc system.. Further, that die ndnc koIl 011 the TV senen be
made larger, more prominently plac:ecl on the screen. and appear more frequently during
tile course ofa program;

That the ntin& board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC nd tltat it iMlude
panats. Fw1IIer, daat amy ndng system approved hy die FCC be evaluated by independaat
researdl to determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue 80 important to children and
families.

/ II i)(} <-_
900 Hemeley Avenue • IrenfOtt New Jersey 086 i8
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